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m= here- are only two real sur-
. g prises about the fierce and
confused debate that has

raged since the Recagan Adminis-
tration, in its first week in office,

° Paul Wilkirson, professor of Interno-
tional Relations ot the University of

bluntly adcused the Soviets of com- most- people. did. not ekpect. iz, to
plicity in" terrorism around the start ting as an a of dise’
world, and the State Department informiation! < ]

released a dossier to prove Soviet. be suffering from. a.bad boug_of =

and Cuban involvement ia terror=", amnesia, for one of its own research *7

ism in Central America. The first is _studies_on international terrorism, -]

that some usually well-informed - published in, April...1976, stated:

people expressed genuine surprise . . . after a period of hesitancy, - |
Sov] i ‘ i

at these “revelations.” The second the .
weapons, and ather assis.

is that a CIA - analysis, eithee-, funds

Aberdeen, in Scoiland, (3 hor of
Political Terrorism, Terrorism and the

* Liberal State, and other works. A pre-

" vious piece of his, [ across the board,
Jarnuary 1981, was titied: “Siill work-
ing for 1he extinction of mankind® “—
an assessment of the significance of the
resurgence of fascist terrorism in West-
ern Europe. T

through incompetence and naiveté tance to fedayeen groups through a
or for more devious political rea- ‘number of intermediaries in_1969,

sons, sought to deny the link: One~ All indications are that they contin. | -

had become aware that, sincs Viet---ue to do so today. Similarly, they |
.ham and. Watergate, the C1A had' > have continued their long-standin

become dangerously“rundown and - ram (tho more inmccuous as-
_inadequate as the intelligence arm—~ pects of which are publicly asso

of the leading Westerp power; but-~ciated with Moscow’s Patrico Lu-

m i ' \ H
Moy
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‘mumba_ University bringin

young revolutionaries from all

parts of the 1hird World to the

Soviet Union for training and

indoctrination. And .

. some of

these individuals have subsequently

cropped _uv on the transnational

terrorist scene. . . . Thersisalsoa

" considerable’ body of circumstan-

tial evidence linking Moscow to

- various

terrorist formauons in

the Polisario, the Armenian Secret
Army, and SWAPO) on an oppor-
tunistic basis, with a view to using
them as instruments of proxy war
to further Soviet intzsrests abroad.
" One valuable sourcs of evidence
about. the precise nature of Soviet
help has come from interviews with
~captured terrorists. For' example,
David Shipler of The New York
Times has published a very -full

Western Euro

" 'account of his conversation with

The sama-L976-€IA~mazL goa“ Adnan Jaber, commander of a

on to emphasize that much of the

PLO terrorist squad that killed six

work of channeling aid to tzrrorist
movements 15 done by intermediars

ies and proxies such as the Warsaw

Pact countries, Cuoa, Libya and

the PLO, “who, if exposed, can be

~Jewish worshipers in a Sabbath
“ambush at Hebron in May 1978,
" The "twd-bour interview was an-
ranged-at the request of The Times

and conducted in the presenceof an”

plausibly represented as having

acted on their own initiauve.” The

study concluded that although " the

_rue dimensions of Soviet involves
ment remain extremely difficult to

- their efforts t2 gain

ascertain . .

some handle on extremist activity

have, together with theie pursuit of

less congruent objectives, done

more to aggravate than-to contain

Israeli'Army public relations offi-
“cer and ‘with no gudrds or interro-
 gators present: The Soviets must, of

courss, be aware that itis impossi-

ble' to keép v.he:r terronst trmmng
ularly" ‘wanted ta. For the organiza~
tions they assist, such as the PLO,

-openly admit its extent: indeed they .

boast about it, no doubt in the
belief that it adds to their move-

the current msh of transnpational
te rist activi - ..

his cautious assessment did no

more than endorse the conclu-
sions of the small, but fast-grewing,
Western community of academics,
security analysts, and investigative
journslints specializing in the study

. of terrorist phenomena in the mid-

Seventies. But over the last few
years we have had more and more-
material brought to light' which
confirms that Soviet leaders, oper-
ating through the machinery of the:
International Department of the
Secretariat of the Soviet Commue
nist party, aad the KGB, bavs been .
up to their necks in direct support”
for terrorist activities, pumping vi-
tal training, cash and weapons, and
valuable propaganda and diplomat-
ic support to sclected
liberation movements™ (such as the

PLO, the Omani Liberation Froat, .

U

ment’s status and credibility and
the impression of power and invin-
cibility théy wish to create. Jaber
claimed that he was selected for
special: training in the Soviet
Union, ' following preliminary
‘courses in Syria and Lebanon. He
was- sent to a camp at Skhkodnya,

about . 20 miles from Moscow,’

.. where he received training in the

“national -

use of weapons, how to command a
_group of about 30 gucrrillas, milj-
tary tactics, political ideclogy and
propaganda techriques. Jaber said
he and his fellow trainees were not
‘allowed to-have any contact with

Soviet citizens oxher Lhm Lhcxr m-.
: - . terrorism, because the PLO is the

structors.
" Further dstails of Lhe termmx
training camps within the USSR
" were revealed by Herbert Krosney
in a September 1979 article in New
York magsazine and in his TV doc-
umentary on the PLO shown by the

‘European manufacture....”
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PBS and CBC the following wc..k.
Drawing on intelligence reports
and interviews with PLO officials,
Kmsney was able to provide a very
intercsting description of the six-

month specialist training course

made available to selectad mems
bers of major PLO factions at the
Soviet foreign-military academy at
Sanprobal near Simfarapol on the

_Black Sea. Under the innoczat title

“engineering,” selscted “national

- liberation™ movement " personnel

are taught: regular and electric det-
onators; production of incendiary
devices; preparation of an electrical
charge using 2. detonator: fuse
types; blowing up vehicles and am-
muaition dumps; and many other
technical skills of terrorism. Kros-.
ney's sources estimate that, up un-

il 1979, roughly 1,000 PLO opera- -

tives had been sent to training
camps cither in the Soviet Union or

_ in other Soviet bloc countries. This

program was stepped up after

. 197778, when the Soviets decided |

to make greater use of the PLO to
counteract the Sadat peace initia-
tive with Isracl and the Camp Da-
vid process. The PLO Representa-
tive to Moscow, Muhammad ash-

.Shader, confirmed the continuing

importance attached by the Soviet
regime and the PLO to this pro-

- gram when he said, in February
"1981: “Hundreds of Palestinian of-

ficers holding the rank of brigade
commander have already been

.accredited by Soviet-- military

academies, and' members of the
PLO use arms of Soviet and East:
Tt is
important to stress that such sup-
port given by the Soviets to the
PLO has a fdf wider significance in.
the furtherance of international

most important conduit for weap-
ons, funds and expertise to other
terrorist  movements,  including
some of the main groups active in
Woestern Europe. For example, se-
lected IRA mcmbers havo bcen

_QONTINUEH/
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-sent to Palestinian camps for basic
training since the early 1970s, and - -

since 1976 approximately 10 IRA
members have been arriving in
Southern Lebanon for training
every month. Many IRA weapons
have also been obtgined through
the PLO: in 1972 an arms shipment

" from Fatab to the IRA wes de-

tained at Antwerp; in November .
1977 fve tons of weapons, includ-
ing mortars, rocket launchers, ex-
plesives, and automatic weapons en
route to the IRA fram the PLO
were intercepted in Belgium, where
the weapons were found to have
been hidden in electrical trans.

! formers en route from Cyprus to

the Irish Republic, :

' The PLO is not the only Soviet
ally acting as a conduit for aid to
! other terrorist movernents. Cuba,

Libya, Southern Yemen, Vietnam,
and North Korea all play 2 signifi-

cant role in training and in provi-

sion of weapons. Shipler’s infor-
mant, Jaber, claimed that Viet-
namese training was. particularly
highly valued by the terrorist

. groups, because it was: so up-to- -

date. Southern Yemen is an impor-
tant training base, with an esti-
mated 700 Cubans, 1,500 Saviets
and over 100 East Germans ‘cn-
gaged in traiping terrorists from
numerous groups in thres camps at
Mukalla, Hauf, and Al-Gheida.

Libya has also been an important

center for training and weapons.
supply. For example, Thomas
McMahon, the IRA man found
guilty of the murder of Lord

Mountbatten and members of his .

family, acquired his expertise in
constructing remote-control bombs
in a camp ‘in Libya, under the
direction of Soviet specialists.
There iga network of Libyan train-
ing camps catering to a wide vari-
ety of West European and other

terrorist groups. Apart from the

Libyan role in helping train and
arm the PFLP, and other groups
such as the IRA, Qaddafi has
recently concentrated efforts an

training terrorists to subvert his ad-.
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versaries in the Arab world, such as
Egypt and the Sudan.
Cuba’s participation in funneling

‘practical assistarice and armed

“advisers” to foreign movements s

fully decumented. Iis activities as a
-Soviet " proxy in Africa are well
" known, and it is clear that the KGB
bas taken a particularly closs inter-

est in the establishment and super-
vision of Soviet-style terrorist train-

ing in Cuba. The Stats Depart- -

ment’s dossier on the tragic situa-
tion in El Salvador underlines the
importance of Cuba as a Soviet
proxy for the subversion of the vul-
nerable and unstable regimes in
Central America. What is less well

- known is. that Cuban “advisers™
" and support are increasingly being

chenneled to areas and insurgent

groups further afield, such as with-

in the United States’ own borders,

and in the Middie East. It has been:

reported that some 400 Cubans

- have been sent to assist the PLO in

Lebanon, and that in return the

" PLO has promised to help “free-

dom fighters™ in Latin America,
Asin and Africa. One fruit of this
arrangement has been, presum-
ably, the PLO aid to insurgents in
Central America. =~ -

The great advantage for the So-
viets of this use of proxies for sub--
version and terrorism is, of course,
that they can disclaim any respon-

_ sibility while in practice reaping-

the strategic benefits of undermin-
ing noncommunist states, increas-
ing the dependency of their client
states and movements, and thereby
hoping' to gain still greater control

.over them. By helping “national

liberation movements™ in strategic
areas of the Third World, such as
the Gulf, the Horn, the Caribbean
and Southern Africa, they clearly
hope to gain control over key stra-

"tegic “choke points™ where they
‘could sever vital sea-lanes which

supply the West, and gain control
over key suppliers of strategic natu-

» . ral resources such as oil, “yellow-
"cake™ uranium and bauxite.

7N

R

Prf”’““ of rather different-tac-
- 'uml gaine may attract them to
aiding the often tiny but potentially

- disruptive terrorist 8roups active

within the NATO democracies’
own borders. Except in certain

Cases—for example, Turkey in’
- 1979-80—the Soviets must know

that terrorism in Western countries
has little chance of destabilizing
the whole political system. On the
other hand, it has great prospects of
weakening them by disruption and
attrition, The Soviets are not une
aware that protracted terrorist
campaigns in democracies tend to
force Western governments to
spend more on internajl security and
to divert their already inadeguate
conventional forces away from the

. tasks of external defense, thus

weakening NATO in its major task
of countering the Soviet and War-
saw Pact buildup: Sovie leaders
would not find it easy to refrain
from aiding, at Jeast covertly,

~ groups that are such a thorn i the

throbbing fiesh of their adversary
capitalist states. And, the export of
political viclence constitutes a low.
cost, low-risk weapon in the service
of Soviet interests. Because it is

- undeclared, and, to a large extent,

clandestine, it can be used without
bringing the danger of a major con-

-ventional war escalating to nuclear

conflict between the superpowers.
Needless 0 say, the Soviet Union
is not prepared to explain its true
motives and interests in promoting
terrorism and political violence on

" an’ opportunistic basis around the |
world. The USSR does not want its | ..

true role revealed becayse it would
destroy tactical advantages, such as
surprise—or the opportunity of
belping both sides simultaneously
(as happened in the Homn of Afri-
ca) so that they are bound to be
ultimately - on-. the winning side.

Where their cover is blown or they-

officially admit involvement; of
course, the last- thing the Soviets
will do is to attempt to justify it
purely in terms of national inter-
est. ) SR
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@ must remember that the

I
“end the Soviets over “internationnl
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" media they control need a con” |,

nient ideological framework L |,
both explains and justifies direst
and indivect use of violence beyond
tho borders of the USSR under cor-
tein circumstances. Where a' pas-
ticular national liberation “moves
ment or revolutionary. factisn is
judged to be o the side of tha“pro-

i g=Tsive forces™ of Marxism-Lenine
. izm, 23 led and interpreted by the
- Soviet vanguard, and hanes 2gsinst

tha “capitalist-imperialist reactione’
aries,” it can be ideologically legiti-
matzd 23 part of Mescow's mission

to further the world revolution's =

Inevitable =+ * 1o final victory.

This is precieciy now the Kremlin -
. Justified its (ultimately decisive)

role in supporting the Vietcong.

- They use the same terms when they

“adopt™ movements such as the
PLO today. History tells us that in

evary recomt. struggle by. mational

Lberation movements, . terrorism
bes inveriably been adopted. by
some, {f not 31, of the movement’s

" factions, as.one of their weapons of

struggle. Yet tho Suviets, of course,
angrily disavow the terrorism label
for any of.the campaigns or actions

" they support: They claim that, as
the leading revolutionary power in - -

the world, they have the duty to aid
naticeal liberation moveraents to
the fullest posaible extent, and they
.can ¢even quote UN resolutions on
.struggles for-self-determination to
sapport their claim that these active
[ities are purfectly within the rules

¢f internadonal law. Moreover, the |
. Bavicts constamly reiterate - their
- bailel’ that. this. kind of aid is to-

tally compatible with EasteWeat

- détenes, for they have. nover ro-

" gardsd the process of negoltating .
agrecmants - oo sucll matiers. as

armz sontrel, twrade and scientific
exchanges, as precluding their right
to- cyntinue- to wage ideological
warfire in- support of world come

- musiser. whensver and . wherover

ey withr sae L oot T e
. Henes, wenshould obzerve that

. thy greas disputs between the West

---——- .- Approved For Release 2011/08/17 :

basic facts. The Soviet Ambassador

* in London admitted, in 2 BBC

radio interview, in March 1981,
that his governmiznt is invelved in
tho activities I have described.
What is really in disputs is the
Interpretation of these facts, The
Soviets claim that they are engaged

only in aiding legitimate national .

liberation struggles. Many Ameri .
cans and other Western cliservers,
including this writer, question the
¢redentials of some of the national
liberaticn movements the Soviets
are sponsoring, and point cut: first,
these movements, now and in the

‘past, have carried out barbarous R

acts of terrorism, deliberately and

systematically attacking the innoe - .

-cent; and second, the most influen

tial of thess client movements, the - :

PLO, in addition to,its own terror-

ist activities, is heavily engaged in .
helping to-sustain a whole hest of

other smaller but equally lethal ter-
rorist movements, many of which

. are mounting their attacks within®

tha Western democracies, or

- 2gainst Westem targets in Third )
World countries. = .- R

AS many historiaas of “R@a'
have pointed out, the officiai
attitude of the Soviet regims to-

ward terrorism bas always been

highly equivocal. On the one hand,

Lenin, condemned individual tes -

rorism as 3 waste of valuable rewe

olutionary lives, as a possible pro~-. .

. voker of repression that would only

 inhibit the development of thetevo- -
- lutionary movement among the .
. .masses, and as a possible means of

turning the people against the revo-
lution. On the other, Lenin and the
Bolshevik party cagerly embraced

.fmass terror as a method of extir .-
pating “counter-revaiutionary” ele- .-

- . ments and cansolidating their con~
trol. over the new. revolutionary .-

statz. And. a dictatorship that has
nscd and experienced mass terror.
on the scale of a Stalin is hardly

. likely to hesitate at the thought of
" using terror as a weapon beyond its

‘ Alth.ough.&.hc Soviet

?’ *8's insight, in “The Roots of
L __vement™ in Intermztional Ter-
sorism: Challenga and Responge,
that the Bolsheviks were the beneS~
ciaries of the pracess of terrorism in
Russia that had. helped undermine
the country’s traditional values and
institutions, ia the prerevalutionary
period. Thus, Pipes argues, despits
their rhotoric rejecting terrorisen,

" this experience left “an indelible
.~ imprint oa the minds of the Soviet
- leadership,” and thus they adopted
- terrorism as part of their repertoirs

of plobal stategy because this was
“a natural adaptation to foreign

- policy of methods which had been

learnzd by the Bolsheviks and their
allics when they wers in the undege
ground fighting the Imperinl re-

gime™ . .

. . 'm ' i :
party’s epparatchiki have ag

.almost instinctive feeling for the

: use of terror 23 2 weapon of integ.

- ual control, 1 belicve there are ot

.. least three powerful reasons why
" they continuz to show considerable

caution in employing terrorism as a-
teol of Scviet foreign policy. First,

' they must be afraid of the weapon's

rebounding on their intermal sys
of control. The Soviet Empire is
full of disaffected groups ind per-

. _secuted ethnic and religicus minor.
" ities who might al} too readily emu-

late terrorism as ‘a’ means of
fighting "the Soviet regime, espe~

* cially if they saw the method wark.

. ing against other East European

.. Communist regimes with a legs se -
. cure grip on their populations,
. Richard Pipes may be correct in his’
" claim that the Soviet Union has in

- reality a lower toleranée for terrom.

ism than the pluralist states of the
West. If the cmniscience and power

- of the Saviet state were to he serio
“ously challenged by internal vio-.

fence,” then the whole system of
Communist party * contyol couid
rapidly crumble. This may help to

" explain the Seviat leaders’ paranoid

reaction to dissent of any kind, and

S e i——— et ey
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their massive repression against its
smallest manifestations. Perhaps it
was this kind of consideration that
helped persuade them to stop aid-
ing the Red Army Faction torror-
ists in Germany, and to initiate a
limited cooperation between their
Warsaw Pact allies and West Ger-
many ‘in tracking down German
terrorists who had escaped to East-
ern Europe. : »
Sevond, the Saviets must be well
aware of the dangers inhcreat in

their own lack of control over their

protégé [forcign terrorist move-
ments. It is true that the Russians
can always concesl or disown their

connection, but suppose the pro-
tégé, using the firepower and ex- '

pertise acquired from the Sovists,
causes a major internationsl cone

- flict that threatens to escalate out

of control? If it is dificult for the
Soviats to completely subjugate in-
dividual Warsaw Pact states to
their will, if they become vexed

with the idiosyncratic policies of a -

more distant ally like Qaddaf, just
imagine the problems of trying to
control a national liberation or ter-
rorist movement sustaining itself on
the basic belief that it is a self-
determining actor, the sole true
representative of its “own people.”™
Whatever the realities of depen-
dency in terms of cash and arms,
the Soviets must be aware that they
are dealing. with highly sutono-
mous volatile entities that, with the

aid of modern weapons of mass de-

struction, could cause cenfiicts en-

- dangering the Soviets’ interests and

national security. .

Third, the Soviets are clearly ~

‘awere that for them to be asso-
ciated with sponsorship of interna-
tional terrorism is a definite disad-

vantage in their attempts to woo-

sectors of opinion in Western and
Third World countries. Terrarism
is definitely what T.D. Weldon, in
The Vocabulary of Politics, once-
called “a boo! word.” The touchy,
indeed angry, reaction of the So-
viets to the Recagan. Administra-
tion's charge of Soviet complicity
in international terrorism is evi-

Irish_pr_obﬂem._ N

S

.

dence that the Kremlin realizes

that any visible sign of their

. backing for terrofism may bes coun-
terpreductive in the longer term by °

alienating international opinien.
The truth i3 that, for all their
aggressive and exaggerated rheto-

Tic, the Russians have been- forced.
“on to the defensive about their role

in exporting and sustaining vio-

. leace and terrorism. Soviet radio. "

supported: last year's IRA hunger-

| strikers, and portrayed Britgin as’
“oppressors,” and the Maze prison

as “a concentration camp,” but
tried to emphasize that the Soviets

~ did not endorse the IRA and its
' “extreme forms of struggle” which,

they claim, do-not help solve the

I}’"the Reagan Admxmsuanonre- .

ally desires to go further than
opening up a national and interna.
tional debate on terrorism, and sin-
cerely wiskes to ‘do scmethking to

curb this scourge, it has to recog- |

nize some uncomfortable home

.truths zbout international terror-

ism. They are:

.0 It is a weapon eﬁipiowd by
hundreds of extremist groups and.

movements with myriad different
aims, ideologies and grievances:

neo-Marxists, Trotskyists, anar-.-

chists, nationalists, racists, fascists,

neo-Nazis, and even religious cults

and sects. . .

@0 Most of these groups i‘{ave a:L

genuine indigenous base of support,
however small, in the country of

. origin and operations. Thus it is

quite foolish to assume that the sev-

ering of all their external links with )
" sponsor states and supporting -

movements. abroad, even if this

were possible, would end the terror-

ist campaigns within Western
states. at the drop of a hat. Of
course foreign help is often a signif-
icant aid to such groups, but it is
far from: indispensable. In demo-
cratie states the terrorist is able to
exploit, and ¢ven to thrive on, the
very freedoms of association, ex-
pression and movement that the
totalitarian terrorists are working

8/17 : CIA-RDPO_QSOOO48.RQOO1000200_76-8
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1o destroy, Thus the burdens and

tasks of combating terrorisn con.
fronted by countries such ag Itgly,
Spain, France and the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland must primarily
be borne by their own polics forces,
intelligence, military, judiciaries,
citizens, and. social and political
institutions. Improved internation-

. al cooperation and more pressurs

on the state terror sponsers can of
course help by furthen limiting ter-
rorist firepower and resources or by
denying some terrorists sanctuary.
O Effective pressure on one state
sponsor, however powerful, iz not
80ing t0 yield any-dramatic results
in combating international terroe~

.lsm, because there are sufficient

rogue states in-the game~—Cuba,
Libya, ' Southern Yemen, North

. Korea, Vietnam, East Germany,

Iran, Syria, Iraq, to name only the

. best known——to provide alternative

cbanneis of support. It is worth
recalling that even the United
States has in the past lent jts pow-
erful resources to terrorist aétivity
when it was belizved expedient. |
have described in Terrorism and
the Lideral State how the CIA

" built up Cuban anti-Casire ro

-to hit Cuban targets. Whe, .

" that should be brought home to

- cal, at worst downright proterror-

CONTINUEL,

- policy changed and the CIA tried

. _To call off these attacks they found
that they had created a Caliban

which they. were quite unable to
control. Ironically this has now
created an additional headache for
the overstretched FB{ and the local

© police forces in those states where

numerous factional feuds and ter-
rorist_attacks by various Cuban

groups have occurred in recent -

. !ears. .

“In addition to these facts of life
about international terrorisny, there
is yet another uncomfortable truth.

American public opinion. Ever
since the current phase of the tragic
conflict in Northern Ireland began,
in 1969, there has been a sector of.
American opinion at best equivo-

pproved For Release 2011/08/17 : CIA-RDP09S00048R000100020076-8 p -~
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organizations s the Irish Narthern

Aid Commitics (NORAID) and
through pro~IRA propagands they
have been significantly assisting’
the Provisionali IRA to sustain a -

-murderous campaign of violenca
and intimidation that has destroyed

the human rights of hundreds of
Britons.Yet the IRA (togather with -~

i the so-called Protestant “loyalise™

" “terrorist groups) constizutes one of - .
the major obstacles to peace and -

. reconciliation in Ireland, and is an-

cy. north and south of the borderin - "

. Ireland. - - 1;-.-,-.; -
. During_ the 'lRA'hunger-m'gev ‘
qi?n";'a’?aigh' n~ Northera " Ireland, .. .

President Reagan~ and "his Gol-T™

......

" leaguss in the U.S. Government k&

haved with impeccable restraint™ .
and respoasibility.. The President:” -
" and his advisers were clearly awarg ™ - .
of the complexities of the conflictin -
- Ulstar and the dangers of any intere... .
vention' that might aggravate the -
* probicms and put more lives at risk,
Unfortunately, a.large section of .
the American media, especially on
the East Coast, and the American- . °
irisk community, used the opportu~' :
! nity to whip up traditional anti- ..

: the widespread- ignorances of'_@?_ w

C e mmemte s mm e e 4

o e —
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" enemy of parliamentary democra- -+ - -

"+ 84The Soviets -
. - mustbe wed
" aware of the dangers * °
" inherent in their~ '+
own lack of control . *
_ over their protégd ' -
.. foreign terrorist © T
movements. [Suppose . .
i - the protégé] . o
.. Te. causes a major ... ...
- intermational - .-
confict?9? ..

" British prejudices. They played an - -
- identical - in character ta. courts

~ .asic facts of the Northern Ireland
. situation,. in some cases even .ne-
. glecting to- meation the . million .
. Protestant northerners who are ad--
, amantly opposed to unification

with ths Republic and whe would

" wage civil war to resist it. Nor was
* . it made clear to American opinion
".that what the IRA really wanted in *
- " . the hunger strike was full political

" status for prisoners who had been

convicted  of serious criminal of-
fenses before courts of law aimost

 uavase o s s ©mm e mesmm e o o cmcnee o tiasees e e e e
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dealing with similar offenses in the
Irish Republic. Neither the United
States, nor the Irish Republic—or

. indeed any Wastern democragym.

would subvert its own rule of law
by conceding political status to ter-
rorists. It was sheer hyprocrisy to

", demand that the British govern

ment give in to the blackmail of the

hunger Strikers and concede this

demand. Mrs. Thatcher and her
ministers were right to stand (irm.
Cur American friends should pause.
to consider that their media and.
dangerously simplistic respoases to
IRA propaganda could do more to
keep IRA terrorism going than aay
help from the KGB, the PLO and
Colonei Qaddaﬁ. vt ".;';;"":'f ’ -
D
Le: there be no mistake; the o;!ly
sure way of witholding victory

" from the terrorists in the long run |
is . through the superior. moral. .

strength and will of the: democra.

" cles acting together.- All 1he best

conventions and agreemeants jn the
world are useless unless our govern-

" ments and our fellow citizens show

the will, determination and courage
to. uphold the 2uthority of demg-
cratic governments and enforce the
rule -of law. The democracies'

_struggle against terrorism is indj-

visible: it is a battle for the human-
rights of the innocent. ®:, -
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